
rLt

OJ

Щ ,噺回 箕 Q―
RoOion One
490 North MOridian Rd.

Kalispel:′ MT 59901
{406)752‐5501
FAX: 406‐ 257‐0349
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TO:   Environmenta:Quaiity Council′ Capitol Buiiding′ Holena,59620‐ 1704
Dept.Of Environmenta:Qua:ity′ Metcalf B:dg。 ,PO Box 200901,He:ena′ 59620‐0901
Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks

Director's Office
Wildlife Division
Legal Unit

/nb
Enclosure

EA―CVRGF.LTR
3/95

Parks Division
Lands Section
Karen Zackhiem, Enforcement

⌒

Montana Historical Society, Stato Historic Preservation Office, 225 North Roberts, Veteran,s
Memorial Building, Helena, 59620-1 201

Montana State Library, 1515 East Sixth Avenue, Helena. Sg62G1gOO
Jim Jensen, Montana Environmental lnformation Center, PO Box 1 194, Helena, 59624
George Ochenski, PO Box 689, Helena, 59624
Montana Department of Livestock, Game Farm Applications, 301 Roberts, Helena 59620
Donald Kern, Program Director, Montana River Action Network, PO Box 383, 30 N. Last Chance

Gulch, Helena, 59624
Jeff & Kim Cuthbertson, 79O Lindsey Lane, Kalispell, 59901
Gary & JoAnn Cuthbertson, 104O Holt Drive, Bigrfork, 59911
Flathead Regional Development office, 723 Ave. E., Rm. 414, Kalispell, 5ggo1
Flathead County Commissioners, 8OO S. Main, Kalispell, Sgg0l
Flathead County Library, 247 Fhst Ave. E., Kalispell, SggOl
Rep. Paul Sliter, 604 Fifth Ave. E., Kalispell, SggOl
Sen. Larry Baer, 6093 Montana Hwy 35, Bigrfork, Sggl1

It..tr"trr^''r'r ll",tl L \L' l-'', ur, [1
The enctosed Environmental Assessment (EA) has been pr"r"r"d-/o, an elk oame farm for Garv &
JoAnn Cuthbertson and Jeff & Kim Cuthbertson- and is submitted for your consideration. Comments
will be accepted through Monday. November 18. 1996. Please direct your comments to Game
Warden Brian Sommers at the above address. Thank you.
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Regional Supervisor



DRAFT

PART I. GAME FARM LICENSE APPLICATION

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Park's authority to regulate game farms is contained in sections 87-4-
4O6 through 87-$424, MCA and ARM 12.6.15O1 through 12.6.1519.

1. Name of Project: Autumn SongElk Ranch L. L. P.

Application Date:'7 111 196

2. Name, Address and Phone Number of Applicant(sl:
Gary & JoAnn cuthbertson Jeff & Kim cuthbertson
1O4O Holt Drive 79O Lindsey Lane
Bigfork, MT 59937 (406) 837-4G16

3. lf Applicable:

4.

5.

Kalispell, MT 59937 (406) 257-4294

EstimatedConstruction/CommencementDate: ZllO196

Estimated Completion Date: Tll0lgg

ls this an application for expansion of existing facility or is a future expansion
contemplated? N/A

Location Affected by Proposed Action (county, range and townshipl:
2320 Lower Valley Rd., Kalispel!, MT 59901 Flathead County, R2OW, T27N, Section

Project Size: Estimate the number of acres that would be directly affected that are
currently:

(a) Developed:
residentia!..... 2.9 acres
industrial. acres

(b) Open SpaceMoodlands/Areas.. acres

(c) Wetlands/Riparian Areas. acres

(d) Floodplain... _ acres

(e) Productive:
irrigated hayland.., 117 acres
dry cropland....... 1O.1 acres
forestry. acres
rangeland acres
other.... 

- 
acres
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DRAFT

6. Map/site plan: Attach a copy of the map submitted with the application (an 8 112" x 11"
or larger section of the most recent usGS 7.8' series topographic map) showing the location
and boundaries of the area that would be affected by the proposed action. A different map .._,
scale may be substituted if more appropriate or if required by agency rule. lf available, a site
plan should also be attached.

See attached.

7. Narrative Summary of the Proposed Action or Project including the Benefits and Purpose
of the Proposed Action:

Applicants propose to raise and breed elk in captivity for the purposes of antler
production and to sell elk breeding stock. The applicants plan to start with less
than 2O elk and build up to approximately 120 elk. The benefits of the program are
an increased opponunity for the public to view elk in captivity and the increased
revenue through taxes and income generated in the local economy by this new
business.

8. Listing of any other Local, State or Federal agency that has overlapping or additional
jurisdiction:

(al Permits:
Agency Name Permit Date Filed/#
Department of Livestock

(b) Funding:
Agency Name Funding Amount

(cl Other Overlapping or Additional Jurisdictional Responsibilities:
Aoencv Name Tvnc of Flcsnon-sihilifv
Department of Livestock Tagging. Ouarantine, lnspections for Transport
Flathead County Weed Contro! Weed Control
Flathead Regional Development Office Planning, Zoning

9. List of Agencies Consulted During Preparation of the EA:
Department of Livestock
Flathead Regional Development Office
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DRAFT

1. Evaluation of the lmpacts of the Proposed Action lncluding Secondary and Cumulative
lrnpacts on the Physical and Human Environment:

PHYSICAL EITIVIRONM EITT

1. LAND RESOURCES

Will the propored acdon reruh ln:

a. Soi:instabi!itv or changes in

b. Disruption, displacement, erosion,
compaction, moisture loss, or over-
covering of soil which would reduce

c. Destruction, covering or
modification of any unique geologic or

d. Changes in siltation, deposition or
erosion patterns that may modify the
channel of a river or stream or the bed

PROPOSED ACTION:
1a. The soils in pasture areas may become slightly more compacted as animal numbers increase. The degree of
compaction would depend on pasture management and irrigation levels.

NO ACTION:
!f existing land uses continue, no changes in soils would be expected.

COMMENTS:

Nanativc Dcscriptlon and Evaluction of thc Cumulrtlvo and Socondary Effcctr on Land Rcrourcoc (Attlch addhional pagcr of nrrrstivo if nccdodl:

POTENT:ALIMPACT
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DRAH
PHYSiCAL ENVIRONMENT

PROPOSED ACT10N:

No impact to air quality expected.

NO ACT:ON:
No changes in air qua:ity wou:d occurif:and stays as agricu:tura:.

COMMENTS:

N●7rmV● D●3●■ptlon and Ev● :u●」on ofthe Cumu:●●v● ●nd Secondary Effect● on Air Rooour● oo lAttach addttna:p●9oo●f na"● Ovo if n●●ded):

2. AIR

Will the proposed acdon rcsuh ln:

POTENT:AL:MPACT
CAN:MPACT
BE
MIT:GATED

COMMENT
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE M:NOR S:GN:FiCANT

a. Emission of air pollutants or
deterioration of ambient air oualitv?

X

b. Creation of obiectionable odors? X

c. Alteration of air movement,
moisture, or temperature patterns or
any change in climate, either locally or
reoionallvT

X

d. Adverse ef{ects on vegetation,
including crops, due to increased
emissions of pollutants?

X

e. Other:

4



DRA「
pHYSiC▲ l FNVlRONMFNT

CAN:MPACT
BE
M:T:GATED

a. Dischorgo into surface water or any
aheration of eurface water quality
including but not limhed to tomper€turo,

b. Changes in drainage patterns or tho
rat€ and amount of surf

c. Altoration of the course or magnhude
of flood wat€r or other flowsT

d. Changes in the amount of eurface
wst€r in any water body or creation of a

e. Exposure of people or proporty to
water related hazards such as

g. Changes in the quantity of

h. lncrease in risk of contamination of
surface or oroundwater?

j. Effects on any existing wator right or
reservationT

k. Effects on other w6tor usora as I
result of any aheration in eurface or

l. Effecte on oth€r water ua€ra as a result
of any alteration in surface or groundwater

3。 WATER

W■ tho pmpo3d aCdOn Httdに h:

i. Violation of the Montana non-
statute?

PROPOSED ACTION:
There are no wetlands, irrigation ditches, or streams of any type on the proposed game farm site. There is a small ( < 2 ac)
portion of old river meander channel which crosses the northwest corner of the proposed game farm. Within the border of the
proposed game farm, this old meander does not contain any wetland vegetation; rather, it is part of the existing hay field. This
otd meander drains off to the east and is only approximately 6 feet deep. lt is cut off to the north by Lower Valley Road. Other
than temporary melt ponds, no water is expected to remain on site with the game farm for any length of time.

NO ACTIOT{:

No impacts to water quality or quantity expected if land remains cropland.

COMMENTS:
,1 Narratiw Dcrcdption and Evaludion of tlrc Cumulatinc and Sccondsry Effcctr on Watcr Rarourccr (Attach dditbnal pagcr ol narrativc if nccdcdl:

5
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D―
PHYSiCAL ENVIRONME‖ T

4. VEGETAT10N

Will the propored action r6suh ln:

POTENT:ALIMPACT
CAN:MPACT
BE
MIT:GATED

COMMENT
INDEXUNKNOWN NONE MiNOR SiGNIFICANT

a. Changes in the diversity,
productivity or abundance of native
plant soecies?

X

b. Alteration of a native plant
community?

X

c. Adverse effects on any unique,
rare, threatened, or endangered
snecies?

X

d. Reduction in acreage or
oroductivity of any aoricultural land?

X 4d.

e. Establishment or spread ol
noxious weeds?

X 4e.

f. Other:

PROPOSED ACTION:
4d. At full size (120 elk on 127 acresl the game farm would occupy most of existing irrigated hay fields and 1O acres
of dry cropland. This is approximately 1 to 2 percent of existing agricultural lands in lower valley aroa.
4e. Atthough portions of the game farm will be irrigated for hay and pasture during the growing season, vegetative
cover could be reduced or eliminated at full stocking in concentration areas, winter feeding areas, etc. Ground
disturbances by grazing animals may lead to increase in noxious weeds. County weed law requires the private land

owner to control noxious weeds.

NO ACTION:
As agricultural land no change is expected.

COMMENTS:

Nrrrltiv. Dcrcription and Evaluation o{ thc Cumulativc and Sccondary Effcctr on Vccctation Rcrourccr (Attrch rdditional pagcr of nrnativc if nccdcd}:
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FISH/WILDLIFE

l/\lill the propored acdon result ln:

a. Deterioration of critical fish or

b. Changes in the diversity or

c. Changes in the diversity or

d. lntroduction of new species into

e. Creation of a barrier to the

f. Adverse effects on any unique,
rare, threatened, or endangered

g. lncrease in conditions that stress
wildlife populations or limit
abundance (including harassment,
legal or illegal harvest or other human

DRAFT
PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT

PROPOSED ACTION:
5b. The proposed game farm would convert existing agricultr.rral hay/cropland to pasture causing reduction in food and
cover for upland game birds (e.9. pheasants, Hungarian partridges) and migratory and resident waterfowt.

5c. Ground nesting nongame birds such as vesper or chipping sparrows which may use hay land may decrease due to
continuous grazing disturbances. At full operation, small mammal populations may be reduced, causing less use by
raptors such as red-tailed hawks and harriers.
5e. Proposed action may reduce foraging and travel uses by resident white-tailed deer.

NO ACTION:
Maintaining existing land uses (agriculture) would allow for continued use by resident upland game birds, migratory and
resident waterfowl, and a variety of nongame birds and mammals.

COMMENTS:

Naradnc DcactiPtion and Evaluation of thc Cumulcti\,r tnd Sccondary Efrcct3 on FirhAAliHllfc Rcrourccr lAttach addttlonal pagor ol narrrtiw if nccdcdl:

POTENT:AL:MPACT
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DRA「
PROVIDE NARRATIVE DESCHPT|ON FOR TI{E FOLLOWING:

\-/
Wildlife use of tho srea and potontial for through-tho-fonce contact with game farm animalg (consider year-around uso,
traditlonal reaeonal hatitat uEo, and location of travel routo3 and migration conidorel.

Duo to the existing hay fields the proposed game farm area may be cunantly usod by white-tailed deer
as a foraging ar6a in spring, slrmmer, and fall. The proposed game farm would not block any migrating
routos to other foraging areas. The general lack of cover on the existing farm probably reduces the
current use of the aroa by the whito-tailed deer. There is a slight potential for through-the-fence
contact by resident white-tailed deer moving from tho Church Slough aroa to other agricultural lands.

potential for escape of game farm animals or ingress of wildtife (consider aite-specific factors that could reduce the

effectiveness of pedmeter fenceg built to atandardg outlined in Rute 12.6.15O3A, including stoopnsEs of tenain, winter
snow depths/drifting, susceptiHlity of Iengea to flood damage, etc.l.

There are few risks to fence integrity due to: 1. Lack of trees on proporty, particularly along

fencetines; 2. location of game farm outside traditional elk range; 3. gentle or flat tenain; and 4. the

location of the game farm outside areas usually used by larger predators (e.9. mountain lion, grizzly

bear, wolf).

proportion (%l of the total habitat aroa currontly uaed by wildlife that uyil! be encloead or otherwise impacted.

Less than 1 percent of Lower Valley area.

8
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H‖ M▲N FNVIRONMFNT

PROPOSED ACT10N:
6ao Elk bug:ing in fa‖ rnav be heard off‐ site by neighbors.

NO ACT10N:
Noise would remain the same as that associated with farming and having if:and remains in agricu:ture.

COMMENTS:

Nanatlvc Dcccriptbn and Evaluctbn of thc Cumulatiw cnd Sccondary Effcs$ of Noirc Rceourcc. (Attrch additlonel pagcr of nanatlw lf nccdcdl:

POTENT:AL:MPACT

b. Exposuro ol people to severe

Will the propo3ed acdon racuh ln:

9

a. lncreases in existing noise



DRA「
HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

PROPOSED ACT:ON:

NO ACT10N:
if land remained as agricuitura:′ no land use impacts wouid be expected.

COMMENTS:

Nanadvc Dcrcriptlon end Evaluation o, thc Cumuhd,\,r .nd Socond.ry Eft.sts on Land Uec lAttlch lddldon.l ptgcs of naradw if nccdcdl:

■0

7. :AND llSF

Wll the proposod acdon retuh In:

POTENT:AL:MPACT
CAN:MPACT
BE
M:TlGATED

COMMENT
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE MiNOR SIGN:FiCANT

a. Alteration of or interference with
the productavity or profitability of the
existino land use of an area?

X

b. Conflict with a designated natural
area or area of unusual scientific or
educational imoortance?

X

c. Conflict with any existing land
use whose presence would constrain
or potentially prohibit the proposed
action?

X

d. Conflict with any existing land
use that would be adversely affected
bY the DroDosed action?

X

e. Adverse effects on or relocation
of residences?

X

f. Other:

|



DRA「
HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

8. RISK′ HFAITH H▲ 7▲ RnS

Will $e propored ccdon resuh ln:

POTENT:ALIMPACT
CAN:MPACT
BE
M:TIGATED

COMMENT
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE MINOR S:GN:FiCANT

a. Risk of dispersal of hazardous
substances (including, but not limited
to chemicals, pathogens, or radiation)
in the event of an accident or other
forms of disruotion?

X X 8a.

b. Creation of any hazard or potential
hazard to domestic livestock?

X X 8b.

c. Creation of any hazard or potential
hazard to human health?

X X 8c.

d. Other:

PROPOSED ACTION:
8a.b.c. Minor impacts could be associated with elk game farming as these animals have the potential to transmat
disease to humans, livestock, and native wildlife (see comments). Risk of dispersal of diseased etk (e.g. elk which
might carry tuberculosis or other pathogen) or genetically impure animals (e.g red deer) which could significantly affect
native wildlife or domestic animals are minimized through quarantine, inoculation, testing, and transportation
requirements of Montana Department of Livestock and by fencing requirements enforced by FWP. Risk of fonce
problems are minima! due to flat terrain, lack of trees, and isolation from most large predators or elk pogrlations.

1e-ac.uou,
fhere would be little threat of impact by pathogens or genetic materiat to wild animal or human health if this proposed
action does not occur.

COMMENTS:

Some of the common diseases that humans are capable of contracting from witdlife or gam farm animals include
brucellosis (undulant fever) or bovine tuberculosis. !. suis type 4 can be transmitted to humans and is considered by
some to present a more serious threat to human health than E abortus.. Human deaths attributed to B. suis typs 4
infections occur most commonly among native peoples in Canada and Alaska.

lf Montana wildlife populations were to be infected with tuberculosis, hunting and other wildlife related recreational
activitles could be adversely affected.

Game farm must comply with disease testing requirements which minimize the risk to area livestock, wildlife, and
humans. Failure to comply with game farm statutes and rules is grounds for license revocation.

Narativc Dcrcriptbn and Evaluatlon of tha Cumulativc end Sccondary Eflcctr on RirUHcahh Hazardr Rcrourcci (Attach additional pagce ol nanatinc iI necdcdl:

■■



DRA「

PROPOSED ACTION:
9e. As a game farm, this area, which is now potentially useable for upland game bird hunting, would no longer be

available to hunters. The proposed action would have no negative impacts to bicyclists or drivers who frequently

recreate atong Lower Valley roads. The elk farm may even attract more people to the area.

NO ACTION:
As farm land, the land may or may not be open to hunting.

COMMENTS:

Nanatiw Dcacription and Evtluation of tho Cumulatlw and Socondary Effccts on Community Rcgourccr (Attach rddldon.l p.gc! of nantti\6 if nccdcdl:

9。 COMMUNllY:MPACT

Wll the proposed acdon resuh ln:

POTENT:AL:MPACT
CAN IMPACT
BE
MiT:GATED

COMMENT
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE MiNOR SiGNiFiCANT

a. Alteration of the location,
distribution, density, or growth rate
of the human oooulation of an area?

X

b. Alteration of the social structure
of a community?

X

c. Alteration of the level or
distribution of employment or
communitY or Dersonal income?

X

d. Changes in industrial or
commercial activiU?

X

e. Changes in historic or traditional
recreational use of an area?

X 9e.

f. Changes in existing public
benefits provided by affected wildlife
populations and wildlife habitats
(educational. cultural or historic)?

X

g. lncreased traffic hazards or
effects on existing transportation
facilities or patterns of movement of
oeoole and ooods?

X

h. Other:

■2



POTENT:AL:MPACT

a. A need for new or altered
government services (specifically an
increased regulatory role for FWP

b. A change in the local or state tax
base and revenues?

c. A need for new facilities or
substantial alterations of any of the
following utilities: electric power,
natural gas, other fuel supply or
distribution systems, or
communications?

DRAFT
HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

10. PUBLIC SERVICES/TAXES/
UTILITIES

Wtll the Foporod acdm reruh In:

PROPOSED ACTION:
1Oa.b. The proposed action would increase enforcement work load for FWP and Department of Livestock (DoLl. As
the game farm grows from the inatial small stocking rates to fult size (approximatelv 12O elk), it woutd probably
increase the local tax base and revenues over oxisting agricultural operations.

.IO ACTION:
lf farm remained as agricultural land, no impacts to public services, utilities, and taxes would be expected.

COMMENTS:

Narrsti\T Dcrcription and Evaluatlon ol thc Cumuladnc ond Sccondary Efloctr on hrblic Sorvlccr/TaxcrAltilhbr (Attach cdditbnal pagct of nanttivr ll nccdcdl:

■3
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1 1. AESTHETICS/RECREATION

Wll the propored acdon resuh ln:

POTENT:AL:MPACT
CAN:MPACT
BE
MIT:GATED

COMMENT
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE MINOR SiGN:FICANT

a. Alteration of any scenic vista or
creation of an aesthetically offensive
site or effect that is open to public
view?

X 1la.

b. Alteration of the aesthetic
character of a community or
neiohborhood?

X 1lb.

c. Alteration of the quality or
quantity of recreational/tourism
oooortunities and settinqs?

X

d. Other:

PROPOSED ACT:ON:
1la.b. Game farrn fences mav be viewed as obstruction in this fairly scenic′ open space areao Elk rnay be viewed as

an attraction by local recreationists.

NO ACT10N:
Existing:and use would maintain aesthetics and open space。

COMMENTS:

l,larrailvo Drrcription and Evaluation ol thc Cumulatlvr and Sooondary Eff.ot on Ailh.tic./R*r..tion Rrourcr lAtoctr additlonal pagr of narrativo if noodcdl:

■4



DRAFT
HUMAN ENVIRONMENT

12.@
RESOURCES

Will the propord acdon ruuh ln:

PROPOSED ACTION: The proposed action is not expected to have an impact on cultural or historic resources at this
time.

NO ACTION:

COMMENTS:
The State Historic Preservation Office has found no known historic information for this site.

^the Salish & Kootenai Cuttural Committee has also been contacted and we are waiting for their reply.

Nanativc Dcrcriptlon and Evaluation ol thc Cumuladw and Sccondary Effcctr on Cultural/Hirtorbal Rcrourccr (Attach additional pagcr of nerradvc lf n.cdcdl:

POTENT:AL:MPACT

a. Destruction or alteration of any
site, structure or oblect of prehistoric,
historic, or paleontological

Physical change that would affect

c. Effects on existing religious or

15



13. SUMMARY EVALUATION OF
stGNrFrcANcE

WIll the poposed acdon, consldered as
e whola:

POTENT:ALIMPACT

CAN
:MPACT BE
MiT:GATED

COMMENT
:NDEXUNKNOWN NONE MiNOR SiGN:F:CANT

a. Have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(A prolect or program may result in
impacts on two or more separate
resources which create a significant
effect when considered together or in
total.l

X

b. lnvolve potential risks or adverse
effects which are uncertain but
extremely hazardous if they were to
occur?

X X 13b.

c. Potentially conllict with the
substantive requirements or any local,
state, or federal law, regulation,
standard or lormal olan?

X

d. Establish a precedent or likelihood
that future actions with significant
environmental impacts will be
orooosed?

X

e. Generate substantial debate or
controversy about the nature of the
imDacts that would be created?

X

e. Other:

DRAH

PROPOSED ACTION:
13b. Risks related to escape of any potentially diseased animals are reduced to minor by to Department of Livestock
and FWP game farm licensing requirements. Game farm animals are not likely to become mixed in with wild elk due to
distance of several miles from existing or known elk use areas.

NO ACTION:
No significant impacts associated with maintenance of existing land use.

COMMENTS:

Narrativc Dcscription and Evaluation ol thc Cumulltlw and Sccondary Eficct. (Att.ch additlonal pagcr of naratino if nccdcd):

■6



DRAFT

PART ll. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW (Continuedl

2. SUMMARY EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE GRITERIA

a. Does the proposed action have impacts that are individually minor, but cumulatively
considerable? (A proiect may result in lmpacts on tut o or mols separate resources which
create a significant effect when considered together or in total.)

No.

b. Does the proposed action involve potential risks or adverse effects which are uncertain
but extremely hazardous if they were to occur?

No.

3. Description and analysis of reasonable alternatives (including the no actlon alternative) to
the proposed action whenever alternatives are reasonably available and prudent to consider and
a discussion of how the alternatives would be implemented:

No other alternatives are necessary.

4. Evaluation and listing of mitigation, stipulation, or other control measures enforceable by the
agency or another government agency:

Existing standards and regulations governing game farms in 1996 are adequate to
minimize risks to native wildlife or human environment. The application of best
management practices for livestock operations and for weed control are expected
to be incorporated into the management of this game farm. No special stipulations
are proposed.

PART III. NARRATIVE EVALUATION AND COMMENT

■7



DRAFT

PART IV. EA CONCLUSION

1. Based on the significance criteria evatuated in this EA, is an EtS required? YES / NO

No. This limited size and scope of the proposed project does not require FWP to
prepare an EIS. This EA covers the entire 127 acres with a proposed maximum
stocking rate of 12O elk. The lack of surface water and trees along the fenceline
and the flat topography reduce the risks of fence problems and thereby the
escapement of disease or animals. Existing rules and regulations governing fences,
gates, disease testing, quarantine etc. will minimize these risks as well.

lf an EIS is not required, explain why the EA is the appropriate level of analysis for this
proposed action:

There will be few impacts to environment; all risks are reduced to minor.

2. Describe the level of public involvement for this project if any and, given the complexity and
the seriousness of the environmental issues associated with the proposed action, is the level of
public involvement appropriate under the circumstances? (at a mtnlmum, all EAs must bo MADE avaitable
to tho publlc through the State Bullotln Board Systom.l

Draft EA mailing to all adjacent landowners; legal notices in appropriate
newspaper(s); Draft EA copies to local libraries.

3. Duration of comment period if any:

26 days

4. Name, title, address and phone number of the Person(s) Responsible for Preparing the EA:

Wildlife Biologist Gael Bissell State Game Warden Brian Sommers
Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks
49O N. Meridian Rd. 49O N. Meridian Rd.
Kalispel!, MT 59901 Kalispell, MT 59901
(406)751-4580 (406)751-4562

REF:CUTHEA.WPD
10/96

GAFARMEA.FRM
Rev. 12l95
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